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OPINION 1721

BELEMNITIDAE Owen, 1838 (Mollusca, Coleoidea): ruled to be

unavailable; Belemnites Lamarck, 1799 and B. paxillosa Lamarck,
1801 suppressed

Ruling

(1) Under the plenary powers:

(a) the following names are hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Principle of

Priority but not for those of the Principle of Homonymy:
(i) the generic name Belemnites Lamarck, 1799;

(ii) the specific name paxillosa Lamarck, 1801, as published in the binomen

Belemnites paxillosa;

(b) the name belemnitidae Owen, 1838 is hereby ruled to be unavailable, the name
of its type genus having been suppressed in (l)(a)(i) above.

(2) The name Passaloteuthis Lissajous, 1915 (gender: feminine), type species by

original designation Belemnites bruguierianus d'Orbigny, 1843 (a junior subjective

synonym of Belemnites bisulcatus Blainville, 1827), is hereby placed on the Official

List of Generic Names in Zoology.

(3) The name bisulcatus Blainville, 1827, as published in the binomen Belemnites

bisulcatus (senior subjective synonym of the specific name oi Belemnites bruguierianus

d'Orbigny, 1843, the type species oi Passaloteuthis Lissajous, 1915), is hereby placed

on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology.

(4) The name passaloteuthididae Naef, 1922 (type genus Passaloteuthis Lissa-

jous, 1915) is hereby placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology.

(5) The name Belemnites Lamarck, 1799, as suppressed in (l)(a)(i) above, is hereby

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology.

(6) The name paxillosa Lamarck, 1801, as published in the binomen Belemnites

paxillosa and as suppressed in (l)(a)(ii) above, is hereby placed on the Official Index

of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology.

(7) The name belemnitidae Owen, 1838, as ruled to be unavailable in (l)(b) above,

is hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names
in Zoology.

History of Case 2571

The case was published in its original form in BZN43: 355-359 (December 1986).

Notice of the case was sent to appropriate journals. Comments were published in 44:

48 (March 1987), 44: 194 (September 1987), 45: 50 (March 1988) and 46: 267-272

(December 1989); later aspects were set out in BZN 49: 66-67 (March 1992). The

generic name Belemnites. first made available by Lamarck in 1799, was not in modern
use but the family name belemnitidae had been extensively used for the taxon for

which the name passaloteuthididae Naef, 1922 was available. Passaloteuthis

Lissajous, 1915 was in established use.

In March 1989 the Commission accepted the original application by Drs Doyle

and Riegraf, which was supported by palaeontologists, and voted (by 20 for, 3

against) to suppress the names Belemnites And paxillosa Lamarck, 1801 (p. 104), the
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latter being the specific name of the nominal type species. The application also

conserved usage of the name belemnitidae by asking that the type genus be deemed

to be Passaloteuthis. This was agreed by the majority vote, but in voting against

Prof W.D.L. Ride suggested an alternative course for the retention of belemnitidae;

a ruhng that Belemnites Lamarck, 1799 be redefined and, by use of the Commission's

plenary powers, be deemed to be a junior objective synonym of Passaloteuthis

Lissajous, 1915.

As reported in BZN 46: 267-272, following this vote extensive notes on the case

were distributed to palaeontologists and replies were received supporting the

originally proposed suppression of the name Belemnites but conservation of

BELEMNITIDAE (seven for, one against). In September 1990 the Commission was asked

either (a) to confirm its previous acceptance of the Doyle & Riegraf application or

(b) to define Belemnites as available in the taxonomic sense of Passaloteuthis and to

rule that the latter name be treated as though it were the senior synonym; both

courses included the suppression of paxillosa. The voting papers recorded an eighth

palaeontologist in support of course (a).

Thirteen Commissioners voted in favour of each course. In the fight of this Drs

Doyle and Riegraf reiterated that any retention of Belemnites as an available generic

name would be unacceptably confusing to belemnite workers; recognizing the

nomenclatural problems they proposed that belemnitidae should be abandoned as a

family-group name and be replaced by passaloteuthididae, which had already had

some use at family and superfamily ranks. The proposals on BZN 49: 67 were

puWished accordingly; no comments were received subsequently.

Proposal (1)(4) on BZN49: 67 recorded that the type species of Passaloteuthis was

Belemnites bruguierianus d'Orbigny, 1843 (p. 84, pi. 7, figs. 1-5) by original

designation. As noted by Doyle (1990, p. 19), B. bruguierianus is a junior subjective

synonym of B. bisulcatus Blainville, 1827 (p. 79, pi. 2, fig. 7).

Doyle, P. 1990. The British Toarcian (Lower Jurassic) belemnites. Part 1. Palaeontographical

Society (Monographs), 144: 1^9. (Publication no. 584).

Decision of the Commission

On 1 December 1992 the members of the Commission were invited to vote on the

proposals published in BZN49: 67. At the close of the voting period on 1 March 1993

the votes were as follows:

Affirmative votes —22: Bayer, Bouchet, Cocks, Cogger, Corliss, Hahn, Halvorsen,

Holthuis, Kabata, Kraus, Lehtinen, Macpherson, Mahnert, Martins de Souza,

Minelli, Nielsen, Nye, Ride, Stys, Thompson, Ueno, Willink

Negative votes —7: Bock, Dupuis, Heppell, Savage, Schuster, Starobogatov and

Trjapitzin.

Dupuis commented that, contrary to the advice of some research workers in

palaeomalacology but for the sake of non-specialists, he would have preferred to

retain the names Belemnites and belemnitidae. Heppell voted against because he

considered that improper pressure had been put on the applicants and other

palaeontologists. He said that the second Commission vote (in September 1990) had

failed to give any majority and the case should have been taken as resolved by the

original vote in March 1989; an Opinion should have been issued accordingly.

Decisions of the Commission should not be set aside or modified because of pressure
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from any dissenting individual or group. {Editorial note. Following the second vote,

and again in March 1993, Dr Doyle was consulted as to the current views of

belemnite specialists. He has stated that the important point was the unequivocal

suppression of the generic name Belewniies, and that the section on Coleoidea of

the Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology at present in preparation will use

PASSALOTEUTHIDIDAEand not belemnitidae; Russian workers had already adopted

PASSALOTEUTHIDIDAE. It should be emphasized that the Commission ruling in no way
affects the propriety of vernacular terms such as 'belemnite' or 'belemnitid', or the use

of suprafamily-group taxonomic names (e.g. the Order name Belemnitida Zittel,

1895)).

Original references

The following are the original references to the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the ruling given in the present Opinion:

Beleinniles Lamarck, 1799, Memoires de la Societe d'Hisloire Nalurelle de Paris, 1; 81.

BELEMNITIDAE Owen, 1838, Transactions of the Zoological Society of London, 2(2): 127.

bisulcatus, Belemnites, Blainville, 1827, Memoire sur les Belemnites, considerees :oologiquemenl

et geologiquemenl, p. 79.

PASSALOTEUTHIDIDAENaef, 1922, Die fossilen Tintenfische .... p. 230.

Passaloteuthis Lissajous, 1915, Bulletin de la Societe d'Histoire Naturelle de Macon. 1915( 1): 9.

paxillosa, Belemnites, Lamarck, 1801, Systeme des animaux sans vertebres, p. 104.


